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First Office Action 

(PCT application entering into the national phase) 

1 . 0 Under the provision of Art. 35, para. 1 of the Patent Law, the examiner has made an 
examination as to substance of the captioned patent application for invention 
upon the request for substantive examination filed by the applicant on . 



□ Under the provision of Art. 35, para, 2 of the Patent Law, the Chinese Patent Office 
has decided to conduct an examination of the captioned patent application for 
invention on its own initiative. 



2. 0The applicant requests that 

the filing date May 5. 2000 at the GB Patent Office be taken as the 
priority date of the present application, 

the filing date at the Patent Office be taken as the priority date of the 

present application, 

the filing date at the Patent Office be taken as the priority date of the 

present application. 

3. □ The following amended documents submitted by the applicant cannot be 

accepted for failure to conform with Art. 33 of the Patent Law: 

□ the Chinese version of the annex to the international preliminary examination report. 

□ the Chinese version of the amended documents submitted according to the 
provision of Rule 1 9 of the Patent Cooperation Treaty. 

□ the amended documents submitted according to the provision of Rule 28 or Rule 41 
of the Patent Cooperation Treaty. 
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□ the amended documents submitted according to the provision of Rule 51 of the 
Implementing Regulations of the Patent Law. 

See the text portion of this Office Action for detailed reasons why the amendment 
cannot be accepted. 

4. Ef Bcamination is conducted on the Chinese version^ of the initially-submitted 

international application. 

□ Examination is conducted on the following document(s): 

□ page of the description, based on the Chinese version of the initially- 
submitted international application documents; 

page _ of the description, based on the Chinese version of the annex to the 

international preliminary examination report: 

page of the description, based on the amended documents submitted 

according to the provision of Rule 28 or Rule 41 of the Patent Cooperation Treaty; 

page of the description, based on the amended documents submitted 

according to the provision of Rule 51 of the Implementing Regulations of the Patent 
Law. 

□ claim(s) , based on the Chinese version of the initially-submitted 

International application documents; 

claim(s) , based on the Chinese version of the amended documents 

submitted according to the provision of Rule 1 9 of the Patent Cooperation Treaty; 

daim(s) , based on the Chinese version of the annex to the international 

preliminary examination report; 

claim(s) , based on the amended documents submitted according to the 

provision of Rule 28 or Rule 41 of the Patent Cooperation Treaty; 

claim (s) , based on the amended documents submitted according to the 

provision of Rule 51 of the Implementing Regulations of the Patent Law. 

□ fig(s) , based on the Chinese version of the initially-submitted international 

application documents; 

Fig(s) _ , based on the Chinese version of the annex to the international 

preliminary examination report; 

Fig(s) , based on the amended documents submitted according to the 

provision of Rule 28 or Rule 41 of the Patent Cooperation Treaty; 

Rg(s) , based on the amended documents submitted according to the 

provision of Rule 51 of the Implementing Regulations of the Patent Law. 

5. 0The following reference document(s) Is/are cited in this Office Action (its/their serial 
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number(s) will continue to be used in the subsequent course of examination): 




6, Concluding comments on the examination: 



□ On the description: 
O What is stated in the application comes within the scope of that no patent right 
shall be granted as prescribed in Art. 5 of the Patent Law. 

□ The description is not in conformity with the provision of Art. 26, para, 3 of the' 
Patent Law. 

0 On the claims: 

□ Claim(s) come(s) within the scope of that no patent right shall be granted 

as prescribed in Art. 25 of the Patent Law. 

0 Clairn(s) — M. 7, 11, 14, 15 has/have no novelty as prescribed in Art. 22, para* 
2 of the Patent Law. 

0 Claim (s) 5. 6. 8. 9, 12. 13. 16 has/have no inventiveness as prescribed in Art. 
22, para. 3 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) has/have no practical applicability as prescribed in Art. 22, para. 

4 of the Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) is/are not in conformity with the provision of Art, 26, para. 4 of the 

Patent Law. 

□ Claim(s) is/are not in conformity with the provision of Art. 31, para. 1 of the 

Patent Law. 

0 Claim(s) 6, 10 is/are not in conformity with the provisions of Rules 20 to 23 of 

the Implementing Regulations. 

□ Claim(s) is/are not in conformity with the provision of Art. 9 of the Patent 

Law. 

□ Claim(s) is/are not in conformity with the provision of Rule 12, para. 1 of the 

Implementing Regulations. 

See the text portion of this Office Action for detailed analysis of the above 
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concluding comments. 

7. Based on the above concluding comments, the examiner deems that 

□ the applicant should make amendment to the application document(s) according 
to the requirements put forward in the text portion of this Office Action. 

□ the applicant should expound In his/its observations why the captioned patent 
application is patentable and make amendment to what is not in conformity with 
the provisions pointed out in the text portion of this Office Action, otherwise, no 
patent right shall be granted. 

0 the patent application contains no substantive content(s) for which a patent right 
may be granted, if the applicant has no sufficient reason{s) to state or his/its stated 
reason (s) Is/are not sufficient, said application will be rejected- 

□ 

fl. The applicant should note the f ollowing fterns : 

(1) Under Art. 37 of the Patent Law, the applicant should submit his/its observations 
within few months from the date of receipt of this Office Action; if, without any 
justified nea$on($), the time limit for making written response is not met said 
application shall be deemed to have been withdrawn. 

(2) The amendment made by the applicant to said application should be in conformity 
with the provision of Art. 33 of the Patent Law, the amended text should be In 
duplicate and its form should conform with the related provisions of the Guide to 
Examination. 

(3) If no arrangement is made in advance, the applicant and/or the agent shall not 
come to the Chinese Patent Office to have an interview with the examiner, 

(4) The observations and/or amended text should be sent to the Receiving Section of 
the Chinese Patent Office by mail or by personal delivery, if not sent to the Receiving 
Section by mail or by personal delivery, the documents) will have no legal effect, 

9. This Office Action consists of the text portion totalling _4 page(s) and of the 

following attachment(s): 

Ef _J copy(copies) of the reference document(s) totalling 10 page(s). 

Examination Dept. No. Examiner 
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Your Rc£ PAT 00034 CN (NC 32046) 
OurRef; CPME0242940P 



Text of the First Office Action 

As stated in the description, the present application relates to a removable 
housing cover for a portable radio communication device. Upon examination, the 
Examiner's comments are hereby made as follows: 

1. Claim 1 claims a removable housing cover adapted to be detachably 
connectable to a portable radio communication device. Reference document 1 
(CN1220060A) (see line 28, page 2 to line 25, page 7 of the description and Figs. 1-3 
and 6-9) has disclosed an interchangeable front cover (44) detachably connectable to a 
mobile telephone (10), wherein said front cover has a program selector (60, equivalent 
to the identity means in said claim) associated therewith; said mobile telephone 
comprises a detection circuit (50) serving as a sensor for sensing the program selector 
of the cover, and a microprocessor (12) for controlling the operating characteristics of 
said telephone; when said cover is mounted on the mobile telephone, said sensor 
senses said program selector and transmits the sensed data to the microprocessor, 
thereby said processor is enabled to determine the selected program configuration so 
as to change some selected operating characteristics of the mobile telephone by using 
the configuration signals read from the detection circuit (50). Thus, it can be seen that 
the technical solution disclosed in reference document 1 is slightly different from that 
claimed in claim 1 in expression, but they are the same in substance. Besides, they are 
of the same technical field, intended to solve the same technical problem and capable 
of producing the same technical effect. Therefore, claim 1 is contrary to the provision 
on novelty of Article 22, para, two, of the Patent Law. 

2. The additional technical features of claim 2 have been disclosed in reference 
document 1 (see lines 11-19, page 3 and lines 23-27, page 5 of the description), 
wherein the program memory (14) of the mobile telephone (10) stores a control 
program having different program configurations corresponding to each available 
model; said microprocessor (12) is operable to change the operating characteristics of 
the mobile telephone by looking up and selecting a pre-stored configuration value in 



an index table stored in the program memory (14) in accordance with the parameter 
obtained from the program selector. Thus, it can be seen that the technical solution 
disclosed in reference document 1 is slightly different from that claimed in claim 2, 
but they are the same in substance. Therefore, claim 2 is contrary to the provision on 
novelty of Article 22, para, two, of the Patent Law, 

3. The additional technical features of claim 3 have been disclosed in reference 
document 1 (see lines 11-25, page 3 of the description), wherein said program selector 
causes the microprocessor to change the operating characteristics of said telephone by 
selecting a plurality of program configurations pre-stored in the mobile telephone. 
Thus, it can be seen that the technical solution disclosed in reference document 1 is 
slightly different from that claimed in claim 3, but they are the same in substance. 
Therefore, claim 3 is contrary to the provision on novelty of Article 22, para, two, of 
the Patent Law. 

4. The additional technical features of claim 4 have been disclosed in reference 
document 1 (see lines 11, page 3 to line 10, page 4 of the description), wherein said 
program selector is provided with a plurality of pre-defined configurations for the 
mobile telephone; said detection circuit also has a series of contacts (52) for reading 
the corresponding configurations, whereby the microprocessor is enabled to change 
the operating characteristics of the mobile telephone by selecting one or more of the 
configurations. Thus, it can be seen that the technical solution disclosed in reference 
document 1 is slightly different from that claimed in claim 4, but they are the same in 
substance. Therefore, claim 4 is contrary to the provision on novelty of Article 22, 
para, two, of the Patent Law. 

5. The additional technical features of claim 5, the publicly known knowledge in 
the art, are technical means commonly used by those skilled in the art Therefore, said 
claim 5 does not possess any prominent substantive features, nor represent a notable 
progress, so said claim is contrary to the provisions of Article 22, para, three, of the 
Patent Law. 

6. The additional technical features of claims 6 and 10 are not further definitions 
to the claimed removable housing cover in structure. Therefore* the scopes of 
protection of said claims have been rendered unclear, so said claims are contrary to 
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the provisions of Rule 20, para, one, of the Implementing Regulations of the Patent 
Law. 



7. The additional technical features of claim 7 have also been disclosed in 
reference document 1, wherein (see lines 20-31, page 3 of the description) said 
program selector comprises a jumper pin (64, equivalent to the mechanical pegs in the 
claim), while the detection circuit serving as sensor comprises a series of contacts (52) 
corresponding to four possible pin positions. Therefore, claim 7 is contrary to the 
provision on novelty of Article 22, para, two, of the Patent Law. 

8. The additional technical features of claims 8 and 9 are of the publicly known 
knowledge. To adopt other usable forms as the distinguishing identity means and to 
apply related detection devices are technical means commonly used by those skilled 
in the art. Therefore, claims 8 and 9 do not possess any prominent substantive features, 
aor represent a notable progress, so said claims are contrary to the provisions of 
Article 22, para, three, of the Patent Law. 

9. Claim 11 claims a housing cover. Reference document 1 (CN 1220060 A) (see 
line 28, page 2 to line 25, page 7 of the description and Figs. 1-3, 6 and 8) has also 
disclosed a cover (44), wherein it comprises an attaching means for detachably 
attaching the cover to the mobile telephone (10); a program selector (60) such that 
when the cover is mounted on the mobile telephone, the program selector is coupled 
with the detection circuit (50) serving as a sensor, wherein the internal functionality of 
the telephone is dependent on the program selector. Thus, it can be seen that the 
technical solution disclosed in reference document 1 is slightly different from that 
claimed in claim 11, but they are the same in substance. Besides, these two technical 
solutions are of the same technical field, intended to solve the same technical problem 
and capable of producing the same technical effect. Therefore, claim 11 is contrary to 
the provision on novelty of Article 22, para, two, of the Patent Law. 

10. The additional technical features of claims 12 and 13 have been disclosed in 
reference document 1 (see line 28, page 2 to line 25, page 7 of the description), 
wherein the quantity and positions of the jumper pins on the program selector reflect 
the corresponding special program configurations such that mounting the cover on a 
telephone changes the program configurations of the telephone in accordance with the 
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related configurations; the cover in use is located on the telephone and controls the 
operating characteristics of the telephone so as to be set to the corresponding program 
configurations. Thus, it can be seen that the technical solutions claimed in claims 12 
and 13 are different from that disclosed in reference document 1 in that what is 
changed in claims 12 and 13 is the Profiles setting of an operation state, but what is 
changed in reference document 1 are the different program configurations 
corresponding to different models. However, these different program configurations 
can also include a Profiles setting. That is to say, the different Profiles settings are 
realized by different programs. Besides, to edit the different Profiles settings in a 
program is easy to do and conceive of on the basis of reference document 1 as far as 
those skilled in the art are concerned. Therefore, said features fail to make any 
contribution to inventiveness of said claims. Therefore, claims 12 and 13 do not 
possess any prominent substantive features, nor represent a progress, so said claims 
are contrary to the provisions of Article 22, para, three, of the Patent Law. 

11 . The additional technical features of claim 14 have been disclosed in reference 
document 1, wherein (see Figs.6 and 8) it is shown in Figs.6 and 8 that the quantities 
of function keys on the interchangeable covers are not uniform, so the covers can be 
differentiated from one another, besides said interchangeable cover covers all of the 
telephone. Therefore, when claim i to which claim 14 refers does not possess novelty, 
claim 14 does not possess novelty, either, so claim 14 is contrary to the provisions of 
Article 22, para, two, of the Patent Law. 

12. Claim 15 claims a portable radio communication device having a removable 
housing cover. Reference document 1 (CN1 220060 A) has disclosed a mobile 
telephone (10) having an interchangeable cover (44) comprising a detection circuit 
(50) serving' as a sensor; a microprocessor (12) for processing the operating 
characteristics of the telephone, wherein said interchangeable cover comprises a 
program selector (60, equivalent to the identity means in the claim); the 
interchangeable cover is configured to be mounted on and attached to the telephone, 
in which arrangement the detection circuit of the mobile telephone is operable to 
sense the program selector and transmit the sensed characteristic parameter to the 
microprocessor, such that the microprocessor is controlled to alter the operating 
characteristics in accordance with the sensed feature of the program selector. Thus, it 



can be seen that the technical solution disclosed in reference document 1 is slightly 
different from that claimed in claim 15, but they are the same in substance. Besides, 
these two technical solutions are of the same technical field, intended to solve the 
same technical problem and capable of achieving the same technical effect. Therefore, 
claim 15 is contrary to the provision on novelty of Article 22, para, two, of the Patent 
Law. 

13. The additional technical features of claim 16 have been disclosed in reference 
document 1 (see line 28, page 2 to line 25, page 7 of the description), wherein said 
mobile telephone includes a plurality of pre-defined operating characteristics each of 
said operating characteristics being associated with the program configurations of 
telephones of different models, and wherein a plurality of interchangeable covers are 
associated with respective special programs, such that installation of an 
interchangeable cover on the mobile telephone activates the corresponding program 
configurations. Thus, it can be seen that the technical solution claimed in claim 16 is 
different from that disclosed in reference document 1 in that what is changed in claim 
16 is the Profiles setting of the operation state, but what are changed in reference 
document 1 are different special program configurations corresponding to different 
models. However, such different program configurations can also include a Profiles 
setting. That is to say, different Profiles settings are realized by different programs. 
Besides, to edit such different Profiles settings in a program so as to realize different 
settings is easy to do and conceive of on the basis of reference document 1 as far as 
those skilled in the art are concerned. Therefore, said features fail to make any 
contribution to inventiveness of said claim Therefore, claim 16 do not possess any 
prominent substantive features, nor represent a progress, so said claim is contrary to 
the provisions of Article 22, para, three, of the Patent Law. 

For the above reasons, neither the dependent claims nor the dependent claims 
thereof possess inventiveness. Besides, the description fails to state any other 
substantive contents that can be granted the patent right. The applicant should present 
sufficient reasons indicating that the present apphcation possesses inventiveness 
within the four-month time limit prescribed herein; otherwise, the present application 
will rejected. 
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Patents Act 1977 

Examination Report under Section 18(3) 



Novelty / Section l(l)((a) 

1. The invention as defined in claims 1 to 5, 7 to 16 is not new because it has already 
been disclosed in each of the following documents: 

GB2355126 A * [LINDHOLM]; relevant to claims 1 to 5, 7 to 16. 
W097/44912 Al [ANDREWS]; relevant to claims 1 to 4, 7 to 16. 
US5077832 A [SZCZUTKOWSKI]; relevant to claims 1 to 4, 7, 9 to 16. 

2. No amendment of your claims will be needed in respect of the document marked * if 
you can show that the priority date of your invention is not later than the priority date of the 
relevant disclosure in that document. 

3. The above citations were found as a result of reconsideration and bringing the search 
up to date. 



Conflict with a corresponding European patent application / Section 73(2) 

4. This application appears to be similar to your European patent application published 
under No EP 1282973 A , having the same priority date and designating GB. If patents 
granted on these two applications relate to the same invention, the Comptroller will in due 
course revoke the patent granted on the present application unless either you amend the 
present specification to remove the conflict or , before the date of grant of the present 
application under Section 25(1), you begin proceedings to surrender the European patent 
(UK). Of course if the GB designation is withdrawn before grant of the European patent, no 
action will be required under Section 73(2). 
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